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Dr. James S. -^hoads, Archivist 
Ki® Sationsl Archives 
Washington, D.C. 20408 

f 

Dear Dr. fihoada s 


M r. Hoberrson'a letter of October 14 arrived a,t a time when I oould not respond. 

, ^ *hen X tiave been away. An ay absonee, certain color negatives of uietures I requested 

nave come, tlsaiarhile, other questions and requests remain unanwsered. 

.. . . * be '!f eVe / 1;r ' ^^rtson's letter is inadequate in several respects. First I ask 

if it means that I new nave all regulations, directives, rulings, interpretations or 
any ouier papers having to do with the availability of materials under your control? 
ttLs letter concludes, "we have no special interpretations of these regulations.” This 
is contrary to the position you took when I requested that, in accord with the provisions 
of Scguxations for reference Service on Warren Coarission Ite§is of Evidence” (pars. 2 5) 
you_provxae me with specified pictures of specified exhibits. As a consequence ' of ay ' 
rival Action <c;b9-7Q you revised these regulations, under date of July 6, 1971,, having 
earlier failed %o provide a cozy 0 f the regulation,. themselves v&.cn aked for -shea. One 
oovious additional iauerpretatioa that is required is do you hold that tie new regulations 
daxed July o, 1371 nold with respect to requests made before they were promulgated? 

It will not be possible for the lab 1 will use to sake enlargements of the 
provided negatives until after the holidays. From what examination I can make of these 
negatives, it appears that your photographer found it impossible to enlarge these areas 
ox the original pictures of which I requested enlargements. I would like to know if this 
is correct, for if it isi will make a similar request of the Department of Justice, which 
ne ^ ves - 1 ^ asked your staff to ask the Apartment to loan these 

IT I* ? r T °5 f"" phot °S ra P her - ^ 1 Presuao that your silence on this means 
a “ s - you declined to make this request or that it was refused? 

,, , T 1 haV !^ ad ® a number of requests to which I recall no answer or not receiving 
,v_at - reqaas.ed. Two that come to mind without search of this large file of correspondence 

STTSS gTjT < S 40 ! r 12 ® '« “» "** Secret 

jl f® ’■ CoU i fil “ Oswald at the Trade Mart in Sew Orleans when it was deposited with you. 

* 3 fJ-^eanding that various agencies have standards and/or regulations for response 
such inquiries. In tne past delays have been what i regard as excessive, oarttculaSfr 
xn tne righ,, ox your personal assurances that this archive has no labor shortage. I there- 
fore ask what your practise is with regard to the time in which responses arcrio be made 

\ C 'Pi SS fu f SX3 ^ id * Anci * of course, I d appreciate copies of these and any other items 
asked for and not supplied as soon as possible. 

fou have not responded in any way to the penultimate osrsgraoh of w letter o + ' 
September 18, 1971. I think this constitutes an effective refusal of what Miavj asked 
and I request that you forward all the relevant com unicaticns, which extend over a oeriod 
^ SS ** appeal * 53313 Procedure rill have oertrin advantages to the appeal authority. 

Sincerely, 

Harold Weis berg 



